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lN Tkm Cf:i,N'I'R.AL .ADHJN~mA'l'lVi. '&lBUNJUa, JODHPta ~CH, 

J 0 D H P 0 a. ------
~late of Order I 12 e1e200le 

O.A. No • 12 4/1998 

ltaja.· a.am S/0 Shri Sardari t.al, aged about 40 years, 

&/01-P-26 x•.iadhUban Housing Board, aasni, Jodhpur, at present 

enployed on the post of l"CC/Oerk in the office of ~K (P) 

Construction, Bhagat Ki Kothi, Jodhpur, Northern Rail~·ay, 

•• • Applicant 

vs 
1· union of ..IncUa, through General ~lanager, Northern Rly·. 

Baroda House, New Delhi. 

2. Divisional Railway Manager, Northern Railway, Delhi 

·oivision, Delhi. 

Deputy Chie.f &ng1neer (Construction-II) Northern Rly. 

Jodhpur. 

'l'be chief Administrative Officer (Construction), 

Northern Railway, i<ashmiri Gate, Delbi-6 • 

•• ., It.e sponden ts 

Mr .. J .K. Kaushik, Counsel for the APplicant. 

_ Mr • a.Q.. Vyas, Counsel for the Respondents. 

Hon• ble Mr. A.JC.. Misra, JUdicial iiijeuiber 

Hon•ble Mr. A.P. Magrath, Administrative Me!Wer 

ORD&R. -----
The applicant was initially appointed as a Khalasi 

under lOW (C), .in Delhi Oivis.i.on on 01.11~1979, and he was 

regularised in Group 'D' oo 20.3.1998 in Delhi Division. He 

submits that he was prolloted as S.toreman with effect from 

04.11·1992. Thereafter, by an order dated 18.2.1994, be was 

pro110ted to officiate to the, p~t of v.cc oo ad hoc: basis. His 
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lien ~tf~~·7 ;oelhi Divis ion, --:bUi';.,.:; he has cootinued to work in the cr--·.:- -~ 
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office of lx-d x-espc:ndent in the Construction Ox-ganisaticn 

as M:!C. He has prayed foX' a diX'ection to the x-espondents to 

·consider his abSox-ptiontregulcrisation on the post of MCC in 

the scale of ~.950-1500 from the date of the working as per 

policy laid down vide respondents• letter «ated 11/15.2.1991 

(Annexure A/3) • 

2 • 'rile applicant in his writ ten su.bmis sion has quoted 

various letters of the department to support his claim. 

l. ~earned Counsel for the- respondents stated tbat this 

matter is squarely covered by the judgement of the i'Ul.l sencb 

in Ram Lul:ilaya. & Ors. Vs Unio~ of India & ors decided on 

04.12.2000. we find that the facts and the relief souqht in 

the matter before Full Bench in the l».tcb of O.As (~ No.1o:vJ7 

and batch were sirnilar • wherein it has been held as under : 

•• 

11 15 • In the result we answer the reference as under a 

(a) Railway servants hold lien in their parent 
cadre under a division of .. the Railways ana on 
being deputed to Construction ~gani&atian, and 
tbere having promoted on a higher post on ad hoc 
basis and c.ontinue to. fUnction on that post on •• 
hoc -basis for a very long tine would not be entitled 
to regularisation on that. post in-their parent 
divisicn/office. They are entitled to regularisation 
in their turn* in the parent aivisicn/office strictly 
in accordance with the rules and instructions on the 
subject." · 

In vi.ew of the above. th-is Original Applicat.ion fails 

and is dismiseej accordingly. 
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( Jhl? • N A~A'lH ) 
Atim. Member · 
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Part It and JJI dest~~ '9 
tn my presence on ... ............ ...Q 7-. 
'Under th<S surervisicm of ' 
~e~it·n. ofhcer ~ .J } r · 
(;)rdet 1atcd .. { !) ... i ......... u.j--


